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the interest of the validity of his own theory, therefore, he
will feel a lively and humanly understandable repugnance
to the establishment of types of human psychology, since
therewith his conception loses, for instance, seven-eighths
of its value as truth. For then, besides his own theory,
he would have to regard seven other theories of the same
process as equally true, or grant to at least a second theory
a value equal to his own,
I am quite convinced that a Nature-process which is
largely independent of human psychology, and therefore
can only be an object for it, can have but one true ex-
planation. But I am equally convinced that a complex
psychic process which cannot be subjected to any objective
registering apparatus can necessarily only uphold that
explanation which, as subject, it itself produces, i.e. the
author of the concept can produce only such a concept as
corresponds with the psychic process he is endeavouring
to explain. But the concept can correspond only when it
coincides with the process to be explained in the thinking
subject himself, If the process to be explained had
neither any sort of existence in the author himself nor any
analogy to it, he would be faced by a complete enigma,
whose explanation he would have to leave to the man who
himself experienced the process, How a vision comes
about, I can never bring into experience by any objective
apparatus; thus I can explain its origin only as I under-
stand it. In this *as I understand it', however, there lies
the predilection, for at best my explanation proceeds from
the way the process of a vision is presented to myself.
But who gives me the right to assume that in everyone
else the process of the vision has an identical, or even a
similar, presentation ?
With apparent justice, one will instance the universal
homogeneity of human psychology in every age and clime
as an argument in favour of this universality of the